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Classification Decision: 


Objectionable except if the availability of the publication is restricted to persons who 
have attained the age of 18 years. 


Display Conditions: 

That when the publication is on public display, the classification given to the publication 
must be shown on the front of the publication or any package in which the publication 
is kept; 

and 

That the publication must be publicly displayed only in a sealed package. 


Descriptive Note: 
Not Applicable. 


Direction to issue a label has been given on: Not Applicable. 


SUMMARY OF THE REASONS FOR DECISION: 

The magazine entitled Penthouse April 1999 US Edition (modified version) is classified 
as: 

Objectionable except if the availability of the publication is restricted to persons who 
have attained the age of 18 years. 

The magazine is the April 1999 issue of an American periodical published monthly. 
The magazine has been modified by the New Zealand distributor. Two pages have 
been removed and some text has been obscured using black marker pen. The 
magazine contains numerous explicit photographic depictions of nudity and sexual 
activity as well as extensive explicit descriptions of sexual activity. Although it contains 
some investigative articles and other items on non-sexual matters, the magazine 
contains considerable content of a sexual nature. The magazine contains some 
degrading, dehumanising and demeaning elements in its presentation of women, 
particularly in some of its advertisements. 


tmp5D0B.tmp 





The magazine contains a limited amount of material dealing with the use of urine in 
association with sexual conduct. This consists of one small advertisement for a video 
recording featuring women urinating and a reader’s letter congratulating the editors for 
previously featuring, in earlier issues of the magazine, depictions of women urinating. 
The distributor has obscured all references to urination in this letter so that the letter 
reads as merely complimenting the editors on the female models. However, the 
obscuring of text has only been partially successful and the obscured words can still be 
discerned depending on how the light strikes the page. 

However, the Classification Office considers the distributor has made a bona fide, even 
if not completely successful, attempt to obscure the references to urination in the letter. 
Given this, and the fact that there is only one small advertisement dealing with women 
urinating, the magazine is not considered to promote or support, or tend to promote or 
support, the use of urine in association with sexual conduct. 

The magazine is likely to be injurious to the public good unless its availability is 
restricted to an adult audience. This is because of the explicit treatment of matters of 
sex as well as the degrading, dehumanising and demeaning elements in some of the 
presentation of this sexual content. The provisions of the New Zealand Bill of Rights 
Act 1990 have been taken into account in determining this classification. This 
classification represents the minimum interference with the freedom of expression 
consistent with Parliament’s intention to prevent likely injury to the public good. 
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